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In the double-cone ignition (DCI) inertial confinement fusion scheme, head-on collision of high density plasma
jets is one of the most distinguished feature when compared with the traditional central ignition and fast igni-
tion of inertial confinement fusion. However, the application of traditional hydrodynamic simulation methods
become limited, due to serious plasma penetrations, mixing and kinetic physics that might occur in the colli-
sion process. To overcome such limitations, we propose a new simulation method for large-scale high density
plasmas. This method takes advantages of modern particle-in-cell simulation techniques and binary Monte
Carlo collisions, including both long-range collective electromagnetic fields and short-range particle-particle
interactions. Especially, in this method, the restrictions of simulation grid size and time step, which usually
appear in a fully kinetic description, are eliminated. In addition, collisional coupling and state-dependent
coefficients, that are usually approximately used with different forms in fluid descriptions, are also removed
in this method. Energy and momentum exchanges among particles and species, such as thermal conductions
and frictions, are modelled by “first principle” kinetic approaches. The correctness and robustness of the
new simulation method are verified, by comparing with fully kinetic simulations at small scales and purely
hydrodynamic simulations at large scale. Following the conceptual design of the DCI scheme, the colliding
process of two plasma jets with initial density of 100 g/cc, initial thermal temperature of 70 eV, and counter-
propagating velocity at 300 km/s is investigated using this new simulation method. Quantitative values,
including density increment, increased plasma temperature, confinement time at stagnation and conversion
efficiency from the colliding kinetic energy to thermal energy, are obtained with a density increment of about
three times, plasma temperature of 400 eV, confinement time at stagnation of 50 ps and conversion efficiency
of 85%. These values agree with the recent experimental measurements at a reasonable range.

PACS numbers: 52.38.Kd, 41.75.Jv, 52.35.Mw, 52.59.-f

I. INTRODUCTION

As a promising candidate for inertial confinement fu-
sion (ICF) ignition1–3, the double-cone ignition (DCI)
scheme4 was proposed by J. Zhang recently. The scheme
is composed of four progressive controllable processes:
quasi-isentropic compression, acceleration, head-on colli-
sion and rapid heating of the compressed DT fuel. The
DT fuel shells in gold-cones are firstly compressed and
accelerated by driving laser pulses along the axis of the
cones, forming supersonic plasma jets. The plasma jets
then collide at the center of the open space between
the two cones, forming a preheated plasma with an in-
creased density. The preheated plasma is further rapidly
heated to the conditions required for thermonuclear ig-
nition by strong beams of MeV electrons generated by
picosecond, petawatt heating laser pulses. As one of
the main processes in the DCI scheme, head-on colli-
sion and subsequent evolution of counter-streaming plas-
mas also occurs in many other laser plasma researches5,6,
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such as x-ray lasers employing laser-irradiated targets
and plasma blow-off inside hohlraums in indirect-drive
ICF researches.

In reality, the head-on collision of plasma jets spans
a wide range of Coulomb collisions. However, a sim-
ple fluid description is not always valid in collisions of
high-density plasmas. As a single fluid model allows for
only one value of the flow velocity at a given spatial
location, interpenetration of the plasmas is prohibited.
Such a limitation of single fluid model results in imme-
diate stagnation of plasma jets with complete conversion
of kinetic energies to thermal ones. This limitation can
be eliminated by employing a multiple-ion fluid descrip-
tion, where each separate plasma jet is described as a
collisional fluid, with collisional coupling with each other
through velocity and state-dependent coefficients. How-
ever as the colliding plasma jets meet at high relative
velocity with low density fronts, the collisionality therein
can be very low with ion-ion mean-free paths comparable
to the system size. The validity of multiple ion fluid de
scription becomes suspect as the plasmas heat and over-
lap in velocity space. A kinetic-ion model is therefore
required. In addition, a kinetic-ion model with ion dis-
tributions to be non-Maxwellian allows to intrinsically
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capture many effects that are difficult or impossible to
capture in a fluid-ion description. Beside the interpene-
tration of plasma jets in head-on collisions, phenomena
like ion-viscosity, ion-acceleration, finite ion gyroradii ef-
fects, nonisotropic pressure, diffusion and kinetic mixing
at shocked interfaces, and nonthermal fusion production
may also require a kinetic-ion treatment.

Nowadays, fully kinetic model treating both electrons
and ions kinetically is widely used and available in plasma
physics communities. Although it is the most accurate
model, electron spatial scales, such as the electron Debye
length or electron gyroradius, and their associated time
scales must be resolved7. As for the head-on collision in
the DCI scheme, the typical values of density, size and
duration of the plasma jet are ∼ 100 g/cc, ∼ 100 µm and
∼ 100 ps, respectively. The required simulation grids and
time steps are enormous. Thus, it is by no means possible
to model such a large spatial/temporal scale high density
plasma by using a fully kinetic method.

In this paper, we propose a new simulation method
for large-scale and high density plasmas, with an in-
genious kinetic-ion and kinetic/hydrodynamic-electron
treatment. This method takes advantages of modern
particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation techniques and binary
Monte Carlo (MC) collisions, which include both long-
range collective electromagnetic fields and short-range
particle-particle interactions. The correctness and ro-
bustness of the new simulation method are verified,
by comparing with fully kinetic simulations at small
scales and purely hydrodynamic simulations at large
scale.Following the conceptual design of the DCI scheme,
the colliding process of two plasma jets with initial den-
sity of 100 g/cc, initial thermal temperature of 70 eV, and
counter-propagating velocity at 300 km/s is investigated
using this new simulation method. Quantitative values,
including density increment, increased plasma temper-
ature, confinement time at stagnation and conversion
efficiency from the colliding kinetic energy to thermal
energy, are obtained with a density increment of about
three times, plasma temperature of 400 eV, confinement
time at stagnation of 50 ps and conversion efficiency of
85%. These values agree with the recent experimental
measurements at a reasonable range.

The paper is organized as follows. Details of the sim-
ulation model and algorithm are described in section-
II. Benchmark of the simulation code is displayed in
section-III, where we have compared with both fully ki-
netic method at small scales and hydrodynamic method
at large scales. A simulation run for a head-on collision
of high density plasma jets using practical parameters of
the DCI is presented and analysed in Section-IV. Finialy,
discussions and summaries are made in Section-V.

II. ALGORITHM OF THE MODEL

We start from the rigorous fully kinetic Fokker-Planck
model with fi(r,v, t) and fe(r,v, t) describing the phase

space distributions of ions and electrons,

∂fi
∂t

+ v · ∂fi
∂r
− qi
mi

(E + v×B) · ∂fi
∂v

=
∂fi
∂t
|i,i; i,e, (1)

∂fe
∂t

+ v · ∂fe
∂r

+
qe
me

(E+ v×B) · ∂fe
∂v

=
∂fe
∂t
|e,e; e,i. (2)

On the right hand sides of Eqs. (1), ∂f/∂t|i,i; i,e repre-
sents the close collisions with ions and electrons sepa-
rately. The collision operator is of the form,

∂f

∂t
|c =

∫
d3p2

∫
d3p3

∫
d3p4W (p1,p2;p3,p4)

×{f(r,p3)f(r,p4)− f(r,p1)f(r,p2)}, (3)

where W (p1,p2;p3,p4) is the collision rate, which is a
function of plasma temperature and density. The inte-
gral takes into account all possible scatterings: the two
particles with initial momenta (pin

1 , pin
2 ) scatter into the

finial momenta (pout
3 , pout

4 ); and by symmetry processes
starting with (pin

3 , pin
4 ) and ending in (pout

1 , pout
2 ). For

high density plasmas, when the quantum degenerate ef-
fects are not ignorable, Pauli exclusion principle must be
taken into account. For those collisions, a more general
collision operator reads,

∂f

∂t
|c =

∫
d3p2

∫
d3p3

∫
d3p4W (p1,p2;p3,p4)

×{f(r,p3)f(r,p4)[1− f(r,p1)][1− f(r,p2)]−
f(r,p1)f(r,p2)[1− f(r,p3)][1− f(r,p4)]}, (4)

where the Pauli exclusion principle shows up explicitly
here12,13, imposing that f should be less than 1. Namely,
no more than one fermion can occupy a phase space cell
of volume (2πh̄)3.

The evolution of phase space distributions are governed
by both collective electromagnetic fields and close colli-
sion interactions. Here, the electromagnetic fields are
governed by Maxwell Equations, which read,

∂E/∂t = −2π(Ji + Je) +∇×B, (5)

∂B/∂t = −∇×E, (6)

here Ji,e are current densities of ions or electrons, which
are defined by

Ji,e =

∫
vi,efi,edvi,e. (7)

The above coupled Eqs. (1)-(7) make a complete de-
scription of plasmas. One of the efficient ways for solving
the above coupled equations is the PIC method, which is
an Euler-Lagrange approach. When compared with the
finite difference method used in a Fokker-Planck code,
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FIG. 1. (color online) The spatial-temporal evolutions of plasma density, electron-temperature and electric fields: (a), (c) and
(e) are obtained by fully kinetic simulation method, and (b), (d) and (f) are obtained by the KIKFE method.

FIG. 2. (color online) The spatial-temporal evolutions of plasma density, electron-temperature and electric fields: (a), (c) and
(e) are obtained by fully kinetic simulation method, and (b), (d) and (f) are obtained by the KIKFE method.

the use of Langrangian particles in phase space has the
advantage of naturally resolving the large colliding ve-
locities, without the difficulty of meshing a large region
of velocity space, which is necessary in a finite difference
Fokker-Planck code. Although rigorous, complete and
can achieved via a PIC method, the above model is only
applicable for small scale plasmas, as the electron spatial
and temporal scales must be resolved.

In the quasi-neutral and current-free limit, restrictions
on electron spatial and temporal resolutions in the fully

kinetic model can be eliminated. This is indeed the case
for the head-on collision of high density plamas, as the
electron spatial and temporal scales are much smaller
than the system spatial size and temporal duration. Elec-
tron dynamics can now be described only by macroscopic
quantities,

due
dt

=
qe
me

(E+ue×B)− ∇pe
mene

+
∑
i

µe,i(ue−vi). (8)

In Eq. (8), ne and ue are the density and velocity of
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FIG. 3. (color online) (a)-(b) show the vz-z phase space dis-
tributions at 0.33 ps, for jet-1 and jet-2 respectively. (c)-(d)
show the vz-z phase space distributions at 0.66 ps, for jet-1
and jet-2 respectively. The simulation data are obtained by
using the KIKFE method, and results obtained by the fully
kinetic method are similar.

electrons, pe is the electron pressure, and µe,i is the colli-
sion frequency of electrons with ions. The quasi-neutral
and current-free conditions also imply that the inertia of
electrons can be ignored, which indicate that the electric
field can be solved by

E = −ue ×B +
∇pe
qene

− me

qe

∑
i

µe,i(ue − vi). (9)

In the quasi-neutral and current-free limits, ne and ue
are therefore defined as

ne ≡
∑
i

Zini

neue ≡
∑
i

Zinivi, (10)

with ni, vi and Zi the density, velocity and charge state
of ions, respectively. In the code, ne and ue are obtained
on the spatial grids via appropriate interpretations over
the surrounding Langrangian particles.

FIG. 4. (color online) (a)-(b) show the spatial-temporal evo-
lutions of plasma density and electron-temperature, (c) the
phase-space plot of Langrangian-ion particles at 100 ps. The
simulation data are obtained by using the KIKFE method.

In Eq. (9), the electric field is determined by three con-
tributions, from Hall effect, electron pressure gradient,
and electron-ion collisions respectively. The contribution
to the electric field due to Hall effect, ue ×B, is easy to
handle, as B can be solved explicitly via Eq. (6).

The contribution due to electron-ion collisions can be
rewritten as

me

qe

∑
i

µe,i(ue − vi) =
1

qene

∑
i

miniµi,e(ue − vi)

≡ 1

qene

∑
i

mini
∂vi
∂t
|i,e, (11)

where the relationship meneµe,i = miniµi,e is consid-
ered. Furthermore, by replacing the frictional rate of
change due to electron collisions with the actual change
in a time step, this part of electric field becomes,

1

qene

∑
i

mini
∂vi
∂t
|i,e ≡

1

qene

∑
i

mini(
∆vi
∆t

)|i,e. (12)

Eq. (12) can be solved via appropriate interpretations
over the Langrangian ions before and after collisions with
electrons in one time step.

As for the contribution due to electron pressure gra-
dient, one needs to first define the electron pressure and
then obtain the evolution of which. Generally, the drift
kinetic energy of electrons is much smaller than their
thermal kinetic energy. For example, with drift velocity
of 300 km/s for head-on collisions of plasma jets, the drift
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kinetic energy of electrons is only 0.3 eV. Thus, the elec-
tron pressure is equivalent to the electron kinetic energy
density with good approximations. We therefore have

pe(r, t) =

∫
mev

2fe(r,v, t)dv. (13)

When ignoring radiation processes, the evolution of elec-
tron kinetic energy density is mainly determined by
the convections, Ohm’s heating, electron-ion energy ex-
change and thermal conductions, respectively,

∂pe(r, t)

∂t
=−∇ · (peue) + qeneueE

+ neµei(Ti − Te) +∇ · (κ∇Te). (14)

We do not solve the above equation of pressure evolu-
tion via finite different method. Instead, this equation
is solved via some new concepts. As for the convection
term, ∇· (peue), it is simulated by the movement of each
Langrangian electron-particle, with rnewα = roldα + vedt,
where α is the index for Langrangian electron particles,
and ve = ue + ṽe, including a comment moving velocity
defined as ue ≡

∑
i Zinivi/ne and a fluctuation velocity

defined by local temperatures. Please note the definition
of moving velocity ue is also the requirement of quasi-
neutral and current-free conditions. As for the Ohm’s
heating term, qeneueE, it is achieved by numerical heat-
ing or cooling each Langrangian electron-particle within
a same computational cell if qeneueE is positive or neg-
ative. Finialy for terms of electron-ion energy exchange
and thermal conductions, neµei(Ti − Te) + ∇ · (κ∇Te),
they can be well handled by binary MC collisions. The
binary MC particle-particle collision model is essentially
that of Takizuka14, Nanbu15, and Sentoku16 but with
the inclusion of Pauli-exclusion principles12,13. At each
time step, Langrangian particles within a same compu-
tational cell are randomly paired up and do scattering
operations. Since the scatter of each pair is kinematically
correct, the method rigorously conserves momentum and
energy for equally weighted particles. Extensive bench-
marks have already verified that this method is equiva-
lent to a Fokker-Planck description of Coulomb scatter-
ing in the limit of small angular collisions. Therefore, the
collisional coupling and state-dependent coefficients are
no longer needed as used in fluid descriptions, as such
coupling coefficients are usually obtained with approx-
imations of the Fokker-Planck collision operator. Note
however in a fluid model, such coupling coefficients are
not even uniquely defined8–11, with various researchers
employing different approximations.

With the new electric and magnetic fields obtained via
Eq. (9) and Eq. (6), the ions particle trajectories are
advanced in phase space, according to

dri
dt

= vi

dvi
dt

=
qi
mi

E +
qi
mi

vi ×B +
∂vi
∂t
|i,e +

∑
j

∂vi
∂t
|i,j .(15)

The Coulomb collisions include interactions with both
electrons and all ions as denoted by the sum over, which
can be also calculated by binary MC collisions.

As a brief summary, in this new method, the ion kinetic
effects are fully retained. For electrons, although they are
still discretized with Lagrangian particles, their macro-
scopic dynamics are modelled by using a fluid approach.
Therefore, the resolutions of electron spatial scales and
their associated time scales are no longer needed, which
is vital for the simulations of large scale high density
plasmas. As both electrons and ions are discretized with
Lagrangian particles, and the MC collision methods are
used to model close particle-particle interactions, state-
dependent coupling coefficients as used in hydrodynamic
models are therefore no longer required.

III. BENCHMARK OF THE MODEL

This new simulation method, i.e., the kinetic-
ion kinetic/hydrodynamic electron (KIKFE) method,
has already been achieved and implemented into the
LAPINS17,18 code. In order to verify the robustness and
correctness of this method, comparisons with both fully
kinetic method at small scales and hydrodynamic method
at large scales are taken in this section.

A. Comparison with fully kinetic simulations

The free expansion of a deuterium plasma slab with
density 10 g/cc, size 0.4 µm and temperature 1300 eV is
simulated by using both a fully kinetic simulation method
and the proposed KIKFE method. In both methods, the
simulation grid size, time step and particles in a com-
putational cell are kept the same, with dz = 0.01 µm,
dt = 0.166 fs and each computational cell is filled with
2000 Langrangian particles of electrons and ions. In Fig.
1, the spatial-temporal evolutions of plasma density, ion-
temperature and electric fields are displayed. Fig. 1(a)
and (b) display the evolution of plasma density calcu-
lated by using the fully kinetic and the KIKFE methods,
respectively. As one can see, the evolution of plasma
density coincides with each other quite well. Fig. 2(c)
and (d) display the evolution of electron-temperature. In
the simulations, the electron-temperature is calculated in
each computational cell by counting all Lagrangian elec-
trons. As one can see, the evolution of plasma electron-
temperature also coincides with each other quite well.
However we noticed that KIKFE method can not re-
produce the highly localized temperature distributions
on the plasma-vacuum boundary at the initial expansion
stage. This might due to the fact that charge-separation
electric field is not included in our KIKFE method. On
small scale simulations, charge-separation electric field
usually plays an important role in accelerating and heat-
ing charged particles. In Fig. 1(e) and (f), the evolu-
tion of electric fields calculated by using the fully kinetic
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FIG. 5. (color online) The plots of plasma density and elec-
tron temperature as a function of time: dashed lines are the
initial density, solid and triangles lines are obtained by the
hydrodynamic and the proposed KIKFE simulation methods,
separately; red and blue colors represent different data values
at t = 50 and t = 100 ps, respectively.

and the KIKFE methods are also compared with each
other. As one can see, in Fig. 1(e), there exists signif-
icant electric perturbations, which often appear in fully
kinetic simulations. However, as for the electric fields in
Fig. 1(f), which are calculated by the KIKFE method,
such perturbations disappear. The significantly clearer
electric field distributions demonstrate the advantages of
KIKFE method in simulating high density plasmas.

The colliding of two plasma jets at small scales are also
benchmarked in this section. Two head-on colliding plas-
mas jets with density of 30 g/cc, spatial size of 0.5 µm and
colliding velocity of 900 km/s are simulated by using both
fully kinetic and the proposed KIKFE methods. In both
methods, the simulation parameters, such as grid size,
time step and particles in a computational cell, are also
kept the same, with dz = 0.01 µm, dt = 0.166 fs and each
computational cell is filled with 2000 Langrangian parti-
cles of electrons and ions. In Fig. 2, the spatial-temporal
evolution of plasma density, electron temperature and
electric fields are displayed. For colliding plasmas, the
density compression ratio is one of the most concerned
in the colliding regions. In Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b), the
density increment is quite similar with both simulation
methods, which is about four times the initial colliding
density. In Fig. 2(c) and (d), evolutions of electron tem-
peratures are displayed. High temperature distributions
appear at the colliding regions, which means the colliding
kinetic energies are significantly converted into thermal
ones therein. In Fig. 2(e) and (f), evolution of electric
fields are displayed. Once again, significant perturba-

tions appear when a fully kinetic simulation method is
used, and for the KIKFE method, such perturbations
also disappear.

For colliding plasmas, plasma penetration and mixing
are expected to occur, which is usually beyond the capa-
bility of traditional hydrodynamic simulations. In order
to clearly figure out such effects, in our simulation, jet-1
(with colliding velocity along z direction) and jet-2 (with
colliding velocity along -z direction) are marked with dif-
ferent tracers. In Fig. 3, phase space plots of plasma ions
are displayed. In Fig. 3(a) and (b), ions of jet-1 and ions
of jet-2 at t = 0.33 ps are displayed respectively. Mutual
penetration and mixing start to take place at the collid-
ing regions. In Fig. 3(c) and (d), ions of jet-1 and ions of
jet-2 at t = 0.66 ps are displayed respectively, and such
penetrations and mixing become more significant.

B. Comparison with hydrodynamic simulations

In this benchmark, we increase the density and size of
the deuterium plasma to 100 g/cc and 40 µm, and keep
the initial temperature still at 1300 eV. Modelling the
free expansion of such a large-scale high density plasma is
almost impossible by using a fully kinetic method. How-
ever by using the proposed KIKFE method, the restric-
tions of simulation grid size and time step can be elim-
inated. In our simulation, grid size and time step are
set to be dz = 1 µm, dt = 16.6 fs, and each computa-
tional cell is also filled with 2000 Langrangian particles
of electrons and ions. Fig. 4(a)-(b) show the evolution of
plasma density and electron-temperature. Although the
plasma density and electron-temperature are decreasing
along the expansion fronts, we do have noticed peak val-
ues for electron-temperatures at the expanding low den-
sity fronts. At the expanding low density fronts, there
exists peak values for electron temperature distributions.
The existence of these peaks might due to the following
two reasons. Firstly, for the expanding fronts, the plasma
density is very low and the distribution of ions signifi-
cantly departs from Maxwell distributions. Secondly, as
shown in Fig. 1(e) and (f), we do have found net acceler-
ating electric fields located at the expanding fronts. This
electric field is able to accelerate those ions and leads to
a high electron temperature distribution therein.

In order to verify the correctness of KIKFE method
at large scales, the hydrodynamic code MULTI-1D19 is
taken for the large scale benchmark of free expansion
simulations. The comparison between the LAPINS code
with KIFKE method and the MULTI-1D code is dis-
played in Fig. 5. Here, Fig. 5(a) presents the changing of
plasma density at t = 50 and t = 100 ps respectively. The
black dashed line is the initial density profile. Solid lines
display data calculated by the MULTI-1D code, and tri-
angles display data by the LAPINS code. As one can see,
at t = 50 and t = 100 ps, the calculated density profiles
with different codes coincide with each other quite well.
At t = 100 ps, departures at the central regions appear,



7

FIG. 6. (color online) The evolutions of plasma density (1-st row), ion temperature (2-nd row) and magnetic fields (3-rd row)
at t = 66 (1-st line), t = 231 ps (2-nd line) and 333 ps (3-rd line), respectively. The white arrows indicate the magnitude and
direction of the averaged ion-velocity.

but still with a good agreement at low density fronts.
Fig. 5(b) displays the changing of electron-temperature
at t = 50 and t = 100 ps, respectively. As one can see,
electron-temperatures, especially the changing profiles,
have a considerable agreement with each other. A signif-
icant difference between LAPINS and MULTI-1D simula-
tions lies at the low density fronts, with the former exist-
ing peak values and the latter decreasing smoothly along
the expansion directions. It is reasonable to think such
departures actually reflect the advantages of the LAPINS
code. As this can be well understood by recalling the
net accelerating electric fields at the low density fronts.
The acceleration of ions located at the low density fronts
can be clearly depicted at phase plots. Fig. 4(c) shows
the phase space plots of ion particles at t = 100 ps cal-

culated by the LAPINS code, which contains the entire
ion-kinetic effects. It clearly shows that the departure of
maxwell distribution at low density fronts is significant.
At such regions, the fluid description certainly breaks
down.

IV. THE COLLIDING OF LARGE SCALE AND HIGH
ENERGY DENSITY PLASMAS JETS

In the DCI scheme, the head-on colliding of high den-
sity plasma jets is of vital importance, as the aim of this
colliding is to form a preheated plasma with an increased
density. Following the DCI conceptual design, the den-
sity and velocity of the plasma jet is chosen as 100 g/cc
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FIG. 7. (color online) The phase-space plots of ions at t = 100 ps [(a)-(c)] and t = 166 ps [(d)-(f)], respectively.

FIG. 8. (color online) The temporal evolution of global kinetic
energies for electrons and ions, with arbitrary unit used in
the plot. Solid lines display temporal evolution of colliding
process for two degenerate plasma jets with initial density of
100 g/cc, temperature of 65 eV and drifting velocity of 300
km/s, and dashed lines display the results of a toy model in
which electrons are treated as classical particles. The window
marked between two black dashed lines indicate the confining
window at stagnation for the colliding plasmas, which is about
50 ps for the considered cases. See text for explanations of δ.

and 300 km/s. In this section, by using the newly de-
veloped LAPINS code, the colliding of such high density
plasma jets is investigated. Quantitative values, like den-
sity increment, pre-heated plasma temperature, confine-
ment time at stagnation and conversion efficiency from
the colliding kinetic energy to thermal energy, are ob-
tained in this investigation, which might serve as a refer-
ence for the future detailed studies.

Here, the colliding of two plasma jets with an initial
density 100 g/cc, temperature 65 eV and colliding veloc-

ity 300 km/s are modelled within a two-dimensional in
space and three-dimensional in velocity (2D-3V) frame-
work. In the simulation, grid size and time step are set
to be dz = dy = 1 µm, dt = 16.6 fs, and each compu-
tational cell is filled with 400 Langrangian particles of
electrons and ions. As the thermal temperature is much
smaller than the Fermi energy of plasma at density of
100 g/cc, the role of quantum degeneracy is not ignor-
able. Therefore, electrons are initialled with Fermi-Dirac
distributions, and Pauli exclusion principle is taken into
account for the evolution of electrons.

Figure 6 display the evolution of plasma density, ion
temperature and magnetic field, with white arrows indi-
cating the magnitude and direction of averaged ion ve-
locity, at t = 66 ps, t = 231 ps and t = 333 ps, respec-
tively. The density evolution indicates that, at t = 66 ps
as shown in Fig. 6(a) when the low density fronts meet,
penetration with each other occurs. At t = 231 ps as
shown in Fig. 6(b), the density increment occurs. Sim-
ulation shows that the density increment can be as high
as three times the initial density. The evolution of ion
temperature is displayed in Fig. 6(d)-(f). As one can
see at the initial stage t = 66 ps, the majority of ions
move at constant velocities of 300 km/s along z direc-
tions. When the high density parts of plasmas meet, at
t = 231 ps, the deceleration and deflection of ion particles
take places. Such deceleration and deflection mean that
some of “well-ordered” ion kinetic energies are converted
to thermal ones. Indeed, the deceleration and deflection
of ions result in an increase of local ion temperatures.
We find the ion temperature at the central high density
region can reach as high as 400 eV. The sharp bound-
ary between high density (temperature) and low density
(temperature) plasmas indicate a strong shock is formed
in this colliding process. When a high density and high
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temperature plasma is formed, one would expect an ex-
pansion at latter time. At t = 333 ps, the directions of
ion velocities point from the central spot to the outwards,
which do indicate an expansion. In reality, the highest
ion temperature is not located at the central high density
region as one would expect. As shown in Fig. 6(e), the
ion temperature at the shock fronts can be as high as 600
eV. This feature of ion temperature distribution indicates
that kinetic effects play roles in this strong shock20–23. In
Fig. 6(g)-(i), the evolution of magnetic fields is also dis-
played. Self-generated electromagnetic fields as high as
1000 T are produced in such collisions.

In order to depict the heating and overlapping of collid-
ing plasma jets more clearly, in Fig. 7, we have displayed
the ion particles in phase-space plots. Fig. 7(a)-(c) show
the z−vz, vz−vy and vx−vy plots of ions at t = 100 ps.
As one can see, at z = 100 µm, i.e., the place where two
plasma jets meet, those ions at initial colliding velocity
of 300 km/s start merging with each other; the width
of velocity distribution is increased and a local quasi-
Maxwellian velocity distribution is therefore formed. Fig.
7(d)-(f) show the z− vz, vz− vy and vx− vy plots of ions
at t = 166 ps. As one can see, at this stage, almost the
entire ion particles have merged with each other and a
global quasi-Maxwellian velocity distribution is formed.

In Fig. 8, the temporal evolutions of global ion kinetic
energy and electron kinetic energy are displayed, with
the total simulation time over 300 ps. Solid lines display
the results for two degenerate plasma jets with initial
density of 100 g/cc, temperature of 65 eV and drifting
velocity of 300 km/s. At t = 50 ps, the two plasma jets
start to collide with each other, converting kinetic en-
ergy from ions to electrons. At t = 160 ps, the kinetic
energy of ions reaches the lowest value and on the con-
trary, the kinetic energy of electrons reaches the high-
est value. This should be the stagnation stage where
the density compression is the highest and the plasma
temperature at the central region also the highest. The
lasting time of the stagnation stage is about 50 ps, as
marked by the black dashed lines in the plot. In the DCI
scheme, following the head-on collision is a rapid heat-
ing by energetic electrons. As the rapid heating occurs
within 10 ps, it is apparently that a 50 ps time-window
for the rapid heating is well enough. After the stagna-
tion stage, the free expansion of the plasma follows, with
a conversion of kinetic energies from electrons to ions.
From the temporal evolution, one can quantitatively cal-
culate the energy conversion efficiency from the colliding
kinetic energy to thermal ones. It is reasonable to as-
sume the electron temperature and the ion temperature
are the same. The increase of electron kinetic energy as
marked with δ and bounded by red dashed lines is equiv-
alent to the decrease of ion kinetic energy as bounded
by blue dashed lines. The conversion efficiency from the
colliding kinetic energy to thermal ones can therefore be
calculated as η = 2δ/ki|t=0, which is 85% in this stud-
ied case. Dashed lines display the results of a toy model
in which electrons are treated as classical particles as a

comparison. In this toy model, electrons are also ini-
tialized as Fermi-Dirac distributions to ensure the same
initial condition, however Pauli-exclusion is excluded in
the following evolutions. We therefore see a rapid energy
conversion from electrons to ions at the very beginning
for the toy model, which would finally lead to a lower
conversion efficiency.

In a recent experimental measurement24, with the to-
tal driving laser energy only of 10 kJ, the density of the
supersonic plasma jet can reach as high as 5.5 ∼ 8 g/cm3

and the average velocity of the jet is about 135 km/s.
During colliding, a stagnation phase lasts about ∼ 200 ps
is formed, and the maximum density of the plasma core
is increased to 46 ± 24 g/cm3, with a density increase-
ment of 5 ∼ 8. By analyzing the velocity and temper-
ature before and after colliding, it is found that 89.5%
of the kinetic energy is converted into thermal energy.
Although the plasma conditions are somewhat different,
both the predicted values of confinement time at stagna-
tion and energy conversion ratio agree with experimen-
tal measurement at a reasonable range. Considering in
the experiment two colliding plasam jets are converging,
this 3D effect would bring additional density increase-
ment, which might explain why the density increasement
is much higher in experimental measurement than pre-
dicted by 2D simulations with a flat configuration. In
the following, realistic configurations with 3D effects are
planned along with a large range of colliding parameters.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The head-on collision of high density plasma jets
is of key importance for the DCI scheme, and also
finds great applications in many other high energy den-
sity researches. To overcome the simulation limita-
tions that appear in the fluid description, in this pa-
per, we propose a new simulation method for large-scale
high density plasmas with an ingenious kinetic-ion and
kinetic/hydrodynamic-electron treatment. This method
takes advantages of modern particle-in-cell simulation
techniques and binary Monte Carlo collisions, which in-
clude both long-range collective electromagnetic fields
and short-range particle-particle interactions. Especially,
in this method, the restrictions of simulation grid size
and time step, that appear in a fully kinetic descrip-
tion, can be eliminated. Furthermore, the collisional cou-
pling and state-dependent coefficients, that are usually
approximately used in a fluid description, are no longer
required. The correctness and robustness of the new
simulation method are verified, by comparing with fully
kinetic simulations at small scales and purely hydrody-
namic simulations at large scale. Following the concep-
tual design of the DCI scheme, the colliding process of
two plasma jets with initial density of 100 g/cc, initial
thermal temperature of 70 eV, and counter-propagating
velocity at 300 km/s is investigated using this new sim-
ulation method. Quantitative values, including density
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increment, increased plasma temperature, confinement
time at stagnation and conversion efficiency from the
colliding kinetic energy to thermal energy, are obtained
with a density increment of about three times, plasma
temperature of 400 eV, confinement time at stagnation
of 50 ps and conversion efficiency of 85%. These values
agree with the recent experimental measurements at a
reasonable range and might serve as a reference for fu-
ture detailed studies. This simulation approach might
also find great applications in (laboratory) astrophysics,
and plasma blow-off inside hohlraums in indirect-drive
ICF researches.
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